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United States and his will was the law." He held
that the consent of the Senate to appointments
was an insufficient check if the President were
allowed to remove at his own will and pleasure.
He was answered by his own party colleagues and
committee associates. Hoar and Evarts. Senator
Hoar went so far as to say that in his opinion there
was not a single person in this country, in Congress
or out of Congress, with the exception of the Sena-
tor from Vermont, who did not believe that a
necessary step towards reform "must be to impose
the responsibility of the Civil Service upon the
Executive." Senator Evarts argued that the
existing law was incompatible with executive re-
sponsibility, for "it placed the Executive power
in a strait-jacket." He then pointed out that
the President had not the legal right to remove
a member of his own Cabinet and asked, "Is
not the President imprisoned if his Cabinet are
to be his masters by the will of the Senate?"
The debate was almost wholly confined to the Re-
publican side of the Senate, for only one Demo-
crat took any part in it. Senator Edmunds was
the sole spokesman on his side, but he fought hard
against defeat and delivered several elaborate argu-
ments of the "check and balance" type. When